
]3Of1l!V1'pi- e. BRYANT. 4~
f:îred to takeà the whole answer of' the 1'arty exaniined evel

Phn art of .it onhv cornies out, ai1 t lie suggestio>n SQ to
of'ak ai is ow'nj counisel ; ut whtis the stol-, hroughit
out iiirs-xîîjnto liere ,? \ot tlu t the liargain 1pre-
viously -idmitiedl was iwver miade. Not that; thcse were
uîerely attcnîpts leaiding ho ilo- resuits p's1Iea(lec, 1it tlaý-t
Ille bharrg:un ýi%'as actually in:îde, a m îade preeisely a,,s
:îIlegred by plaintiff, with the addi mioî oan(elment not
ail]uded to in the ple.-i it ai I lfori-ing n o p.art of* ihe issue, al

ine l*atel-tliolu'ht. 1 Laive M) douhit, aI statemlent utterlv
unlsuppîorted. th.aIt thouigh Ille promuise w.-s n:i.je in the

teris (lecl:ired 4V the :uetion it 'vas unade on îe condition
tha-t lias never heeni plended. (d Thie mil*e's conspelt being

!.,uveni. If* this Iuad l eeii lcaded ;.il( tber2_ wvere any lîroof
bult the dledia.nfis. mown of the ife's ca:i1Fellt iaviic eV.(.],
licen asked, I' nîiglt have attaclied saine impoi-frtance to il
but as it, is, I regard it milv as evidenee of bis liauid ùî
I :thhiilk thie plaintiff*'sý catse is proveci, nid le will i ave
jnidgnient.
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.rUGç: .:-Que des co-défendeuîrs dans une cause peuvent être témonins l'un

pour l'autre. dun moins que c'est. la Iratique constante de nos cours.
Qtfun nouveau procès ne doit être accordé que dans le cas <Pi-
justice éiulento.

Tie facis of this case arc ,ilie.-dy well Imkown. Thie case
Ivent ho tria]lu n ovembler last and the jury founld for fLe
dlefendan-iits. They dleclarepd the fac.t of 'uhl i cati Ml tri<e. but
that it contained no imalice. and thiat the p)laintiff Ladsuffered no daiagre. A niew tria] is now a-,sked for on ;evera1l

p)oints. The Court, after eiting authorities to sLow oni what
,«roilndcs a new trial rnav Le granted s.idc the first of tlle
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